Memorandum

Date: December 4, 2012

To: : Honorable Vice Chairwoman Audrey M. Edmonson | Special Iltem No. 1(B)
and Members, Board of County Commissioners

From: Carlos A, GIMENEZ - / )

Mayor fo %,%Zzg@ww ~

.
Subject: Ordinance Acting upon the Ocdtobgr 2011 Cyele of Applications to Amend the
Comprehensive Development Master Plan (Standard Applications)

This item differs from the original i that it reflects the actions faken by the Board of
County Commissioners at the Detober 3, 2012 “adoption’” hearing to bifurcate Substitute
Special ltem No, 1 into Special Item No. 1a addressing Applications No. 2 and 3 and
Special [fem No. 1b addressing Application No, 1.

Recommendation

It is recommended that the Board of County Commissioners (Board) take action on the attachad
ordinance {Substitute Special ltem No. 1}, which provides for the Board to adopt, adopt with
change or deny the October 2011 Cycle Applications to amend thee CDMP,

It is recommended that final action be taken on this subsfitute ordinance for the referenced
CDMP amendment applications at the conelusion of the public hearing scheduled for Cotober
2012. The ordinange follows the same format used in previous CDMP amendment cycles. That
is, it contains blank spaces to record your actions on the requests contained in the referenced
CDMP amendment applications.

Scope

The CDMP is a broad-based counfywide policy-plaiming document to guide future growth and
development to ensure the adequate provision of facilities and services for existing and future
populations In Miami-Dade County, and maintain or improve the quality of the natural and man-
made environment, While the addpted text of the CDMP gensrally applies countywide,
individual, site-specific Land Use Plan map amendment applications may have localizéd impact
oh one or more Commission Distrfcts, For-example, Application No. 1 is located in District 2
(Commissioner Monestime); Application Ng. 2 is located In Commission District 11
(Commissioner Martinez); and Application No. 3 is lecated in Commission District ¢
{Commissionet Moss).

Fiscal Iimpact

Fiscal impact means the cost to the County of implementing the activities or actions that would
he incurred after approval of an ordinance. Ordinance No. 94-238 requires a statement of fiscal
fmpact on all acfivities and actions resulting from approval of an ordinance. In addition,
Ordinance No. 01-183 requires the review procedures for amendments to the CDMP to include,
for any proposed land use change, a written evaluation of the estimated incremental and
cumulative impact to Miami-Dade County for bringing such public infrastructure to the area, as
well as, annual operating costs, Also, In accordance with Reéselution Mo, 530-10, Gounty
departments are required to include de_taeled financial costs and budgetary impact analysis for
items that have a fiscal Impact to the County. Information on the fiscal impact of each CDMP
amendment application is contained in the Appendix E at the end of each application revigw if
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the document titled, “lnftial Recormendations Octoher 2011 Applications to Amend the
Comprehensive Development Master Plan," dated Febiuary 25, 2012,

Fiscal impaci from approved Land Use Plan map amendment applications vary depending on
the type of request and location. For example; ;}ropaﬁais invalving non-resideritial developrents
have less impact on public infrastructure and services than proposals involving residential
developments. According to Miami-Dade Water and Sewer Department; if the subject property
identified in Application No. 1 were developed with the proposed industrial and retail uses
pursuzEnt to the proffered Declaration of Restictiohs (covenant), the annual operating and
maintenance costs for water and sewer service to the application site are estimated at
$171,643. If the subject property wete developed with the propesed Industrial uses- and the
maximum aliowable residential devel opment, In place of retail, the annual operating and
maintenance costs for water and sewer service are estimated at $586,775. The subject property
identified in Appllcatlon No. 2 is prohibited by an existing covenant from being developed with
fesidential uses. If the site were. déveloped with retail uses, the annual operating and
maintenance costs for water and sewer service are estimated at' §77454. If the requested
delefion of the existing covenant is approved and the property developed with the maximum

allowed 548 single-family attached dwelling units, the annual operating and maintenance costs
for water and sewer service are esfimated at $113,478. For Application No. 8, if approved, and
the subject site were developed with the proposed 370,000 square feet of retali use and 800
gingle-family attached units, pursuant to e proffered eovenant, the annual operating and
maintenahce costs are estimated at $229,766. If the slte ‘were developed without the
resirictions in the proffered covenant with 1,118,793 sguare feet of refail uses, and 857 single
family attached units, the anhual operating and maintenance costs for water and sewer service
are estimated at $328,069,

Housing Impact

The October 2011 Cycle Applications have the potential fo reduce or increase the County's
housing supply, based upon the application site’s current Land Use Plan map designation, the,
requested Land Use Plan map designation, and voluntary restrictions on residential density. For
example, the property subject to Application No. 1 tould be developed with & maxirur of 1,738
residential units under the curfent Land Use Plan map designations of "Parks and Recreation™
and "Low-Medium Density Residential {6 to 13 dwelling units/gross acre)”. Under the proposed
amendiment, the application site could be developed with a maximum of 2,886 dwelling
residential units. Therefore, If approved, the proposed amendment could increase the County’s
fiausing supply by 1,150 dwelling units. If the application is approved with the acceptance of the
revised Declaration of Restrictions, which limits residential development on the application site
to & maximum of 2000 dwelling uhits, the proposed amendment ¢ould increase the County's
housing supply by 264 dweliing units. The subject site {deritified in Application No, 2 is resiricted
by an existing covenant that prohibits residential development on the application site. This:
application requests the release and deletion of the existing covenant, and if approved, the
subject properly could be developed with a maximum of 546 residential units; thus, 546
residential units could be added to the County’s housing supply. The subject site identified in
Application No. 3 is restricted by a covenant to the deve‘lopmen% of a maximunt 1,200 dwelling
units. This application requests a land use designation change to allow for additional fetalf on g
portion of the property together with the release of the existing covenant and the acceptance of
a new covenant that would further restrict the number of residential units that could be
developed en the application site to 800. Therefore, if approved, the proposed amendment
would reduce the County’s housing supply by 300 dwelling units.
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Track RecordilVlonitor
Amendments to the COMP da riot invélve contracts so & Track Record/Monitor is not applicable.

Background

The attached ordinance {Substitute Special iterh Na. 2) provides for final action on the pending.
Cctober 2011 Cycle Appiication Nos. 1, 2 and 3. The County transmitted the referenced CDMP
amendment applications to the State Land Planning Agency and other state and regional
agencies (fewewmg agencies) for review and comment by letter dated May 31, 2012. The
Board's previous actions at the May 16, 2{)1 2 public hearing were for f-\ppizcatlon No. 1o
“Transmit with the Proffered Dedlaration of Restrictions amd Deny”, for Application No. 2 to
“Transrit and Adopt”, and for Application No. 3 to “Transmit with Acceptance-of the Proffered
Declaration of Restrictions and Adopt”.

The Stafe Land Planning Agency codrdinated the state dgency reviews of the transmitted
CDMP amendment applications at the request of Miami-Dade County. The State Land Planning
Agency presented no comments on the fransmitted amendment applications, hut, the Florlda
Department of Education arid the Florida Department of Transportation made. comments on
Application No, 1. The Department of Regulatory and Economic Resdurces’ response to the
comments of the Florida Department of Education and the Flgrida Department of Transportation
are contained in the attached Response fo the State and Reglonal Reviewing Agency
Gomments, dated August 10, 2012. Application No. 4 was withdrawn by the applicant by letter
dated May 14, 2012,

Final Recommeundations

The Planning Advisory Board’s final recommendatiohs on the referenced CDMP amendment
applications are contained in the attached Planning Advisory Board resolution and the minutes’
of its final public hearing on the pending Aprit 2011 Cycle Applications.

\ fupr‘ is q
::f/‘{fyi: ff{fj

“Talk Osterholt, Deputy Mayor




MEMORANDUM

(Revised)

TO:

Honorable Vice Chairwoman Audrey M. Edmonson  DATE: December 4, 2012
and Members, Board of County Commissioners

: SUBJECT: Special Item No. 1(B)

County Attorney

Please note any items checked.

“3.Day Rule” for committees applicable if raised
6 weeks required between first reading and public hearing

4 weeks notification to municipal officials required prior to public
hearing

Deereases revenues ox increases expenditures without balancing budget
Budget required
Statement of fiseal impact required

Ordinance creating a new board requires detailed County Manager’s
report for public hearing

No ecommitiee review

Applicable legislation requires more than a majority vote (i.e., 2/3’s

b

3fS’s , Inanimous ) to approve

Current information regarding funding source, index code and available
balance, and available capacity (if debt is contemplated) required




Approved Mayor Special Item No. 1(B)
Veto 12-4-12
Override

ORUINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE RELATING TO MIAMI-DADE COUNTY
COMPREHENSIVE  DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLAN;
PROVIDING DISPOSITION. OF APPLICATIONS FILED TN
OCTOBER 2011 CYCLE TO AMEND, MODIFY, ADD TO OR
CHANGE COMPREHEONSIVE DEVELOPMENT MASTER
PLAN; PROVIDING SEVERABILITY, BEXCLUSION FROM
THE CODE AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE
WHEREAS, the Miami-Dade Board of Cotmty Comrmissioners (Board) has provided a
procedure (eodified as Section 2-116.1 of the Code of Miami-Datde Couity, Flarida) to amend,
modify, add to or change the Midmi-Dade County Compichensive Developient Master Plan
(COMP); and
WHEREAS, Miami-Dade County's precedures refleet and comply with the procedures
for aitopting or amending local comprehenstve plans as set forth in Section 163, Part 1, Florida
Statutes; and
WHEREAS, Séction 2-116.1 of the Code of Miamii-Dade County, Florida, provides
procedures for amending the CDMP, which comply with the requitements of the. foregoing State
Statytes; and
WHEREAS, four (4) applications to amend the: COMP were filed on or befors Qotober
31, 2011 aid are contained in the document titled “October 2011 Applications to Amend. the
Comprehensive Developriient Master Plan,” dated December 2, 201 1; and
WHEREAS, of the four (4) applieations, two (2) Land Use Plan map amendmients
{Apptication Nos. 1 and 3} and two (2} text ameridments fo the CDMP (Application Nos. 2 and

A), were filed by private parties; and
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WHEREAS, Miami-Dade County’s procedures provide for the expedited pl'@cgssing of
small-scale amerndments as delined in section 163.3187, Florida Statutes; and

WHEREAS, no small-scale amendment ap’;ﬂi'cations were filed during the October 2011
Cycle of Applications fo amend the CDMP; and

WHEREAS, the >>Departiment of Repilafory  and EHeonomic Rcsogrces<<r

[[Sustin
initial recommendations addressing the October 2031 Cycle Applications in a reporf titled
“Initial Reconmmendations October 2011 -Applications fo  Amend the Comprehensive
Development Master Plan®, dated February 25, 2012, asrequired by Section 2-116.1, Code of
Miami-Dade County, and may issue final recommendaﬁ.011§ on tragsmitted applications prior to
final action by the Board, and

WILEREAS, affected Community Courcils have condueted optional public- hearings
pursuant fo Section 2-116.13)e), Code of Miami-Dade County, to addiess applications to
amend the Comprehensive Developtent Master Plan that would directly impact theit tespective
council areas and issued recommendations to-the Planning Advisory Board and the Board; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Advisory Board, acting as the Local Planding Ageney,
conducted a duly noticed public hearing on April 186, 2012, to address the Oclober 2011 Cyele
Applications, the recommendations of the Department arfd the affected comnunity couneils; to
forfnulale recommendations reégarding the adoption of the Octeber 2011 Cycle Applications, and
fo addross the transmittal of siandard October 2011 Cyole Applications to the State Land
Planning Agency and other state and regional agencies {reviewing ageneies) pursuant to Section

163.3184, Florida Statutes, for review and comment; and

' The: difTerences hetween the substilute and the eriginal Hem are Indicated as follows; words doable stricker through andfor
Ifdouble bracketed]] shall be defeted, words double underlined and/or >=double arrewed<< constituie the wmendment proposed,

6

mid-Eeenomie-ErhancementDepartment]] (Doparfment) issued its.
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WHEREAS, at its April 16, 2012 public hearing, the Planning Advisory Board, acting as
the Local Planning Agency; made recommendations to the Board regarding transmiftal of

standard amendment Apphcation Nos, 1, 2, 3-and 4; and

14, 2012; and<<

>>WHEREAS, ot May 16, 2011, this Bonrd, by R

Application No. 4 and instructed the Mayor to trangmit standard amendrhent Application Nos. L,

2 and 3 in the reviewing agencies for review and eoisment pursuant to Section 163.3184(3), F.S.;

=<

L]

>>WHEREAS, the reviewing ag

encles reviewed the transmitted applications pursuant fo

Sections 163.3184(2) and (3), 8. apd<<

>>WHEREAS, the State Land Plagiiing Apency by letfer dated July 6, 2012, the Florida

Department of Apriculture and Censwrier Seyviecs by letter dated June 27, the South Florida

Waler Management District by letter dated Tune 29, 2012, the South Florida Regional Planning

Council by letter dated July 16, 2012, and the Florida Department of Environmental Prolection

and therehy made no eommerits on the feferenced CDMP amendment applications; and<<

>>WHEREAS, the Florida Department of Education by letter dated June 13, 2012, and the

Florida Department of Transportation by letter dated July 6, 2012, pregented comments on

Application No, 1 of the pending October 2011 gvele of amendiments to the COMP; and<<

>>WHEREAS, the Department p

pouse to the state and rggional revigwing

agency comments, dated Avgust 10, 2012; apd<<

>>WHEREAS, the Planning Advisory Beard, atling as the Tocal Planning Asency;

conducted a duly notieed pubfic hearing on August 20, 2012 to address the comments of the
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reviewing agencies and to issue recommendations to the Board vegarding final disposition of the

T e

CDMP amendment o

pending plications; and<<

WHEREAS, the Board must take Tinal action to Adopt, Adopt With Change or Deny
applications to amend the CDMP no later than sixty (60) days afler teceipt of writlen cominerits
from the reviewing agéneies addréssing trangroitted applications; and

WHEREAS, all existing lawiul uses and zoning in effect prior to an amendment fo the
CDMP are deemed to remain consistent with fhis Plan as amended wnless the Beard, in
conjunction with a particular zoning action, finds such pré-existing zening or uses to be
inconsistent with the CDMP based upon a planning activity or study addressing the eriteria sel
forth in this Plan; and

WHEREAS, the approval of an amendment to the CDMP dogs not assure. favorable
action upon any application for zoming or other land use approval bul is part of the overall Tand
use policies of the County; and

WHEREAS, any application for zoning. or other Jand uss approval fnvolves the
application of the County's overall land use policies to the particular request under consideration;
ad

WHEREAS, the County's overall land use policies inelude, but are not limited to, the
CDMP in ity eniirely and the County's land development regulations; and _

WHEREAS, this Board hag cotdlucted (e public htaring required by the refeérenced
proeedures preparatory to enactinent of this ordinance,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE T ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSTONERS OF MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA, that:

Seetion, 1. All matters sct forth in the preamble are found (o be true and are hereby

incorporated by relerence as if set forth verbatim and adopted.

8
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Section 2. This Board hereby desires to take aetion on >>pending Application No, 1<

[[appleations]] filed for review during the October 2011 Cycle for amendnyents, modifications,

additions, or ghanges to. the CDMP as follows:?

Applicant/Representative

Loeation and Size

Application [Requested Amendments to the CDMP Land Use PlanyMap or
Number |Text Fitsal Actioh

1 Rosal Westview, LLC/J effrey Bercow, KHsq, & Melissa
Tapanes Llahues, Fsq.

Between NW 22 Avenue and NW 27 Avenve, and betwedn
NW 132 Strect and NW 107 Stieet (£196  Gross Acres;
+:1 804 Net Acres)

1. From: Parks and Reoreation (:191.6 gross acres); and
Low-Medium  Density Residential (6 to 13
dwelling units per grossacre; £4.4 gross acres)

Too  Industrial and Office '(T:I-:M&I gross aeres; Part 1 &
Part 4 of Application site) and Business and Office
(:47.9 gross aeves; Part 2 & Part 3 of Application
site);

2. Revise the Restrictions Table in the Land Use Element on

page 74,1 of the CDMP fo include the proffered

Declaration of Restrictions, if aceepted by the Board,

Standard Amendment

[[Z
%&l%%&ﬁé%%%@ﬂ%@ﬁ%%&%%%ﬁe%@%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁhﬂi
-ﬁ%@lﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%@iﬁiﬂ#d@%@i%ﬁﬁ%@ﬂ%@ﬂ* Mﬂ%?@%ﬁ%&%ﬁ%ﬁ
1k

2 On October 3, 2012, the Board of County Commissioners bifurcated Substitute Special Item No. 1 inte Substifyte
Specfal fom No. 1a and Substitute Special Ttem No. 1b. Section 2 of this Ordinance was- anended (o veflect this
action by the Board of County Commissioners,

9



Special Item Ne. 1(B)
Page No. 6

Applicant/Representative

Location and Size

Application [Requested Amendinents to the CDMP Land Use Plan Map or
MNumber {Fext Final Action

Section 3. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause ot provision of this ordinance is
held Invalid, the remainder of this erdinance shall not be affected thereby, If any. application or
portion of an application is found to be not in compliance pursuant to Section 163.3184, Florida
Statucs, the remainder of the application subject to such a finding, and the remaining applications
adopted by this-ordinance shall not be affected thereby,

Seetion 4. It is the intention of the Board, and it is hetcby ordained that the provisions of
this ordinance shall be excluded from the Code of Miami-Dade County, Florida.

Section 5. This ordinance (overall amendment) shall become effective fen (10) days afler

‘the date of cnactment, unless vetoed by the Mayor, and if vetoed, shall become effective only
upon ‘an override by this Board; however, putsuant to. Section 163.3184(3)(c)4, Florida Statues,
the effective date of any individual plan amendment included within the overall amendment shall

10




Special Item No. 1(B)
Page No. 7

be 31 days afler the State Land Plabning Agency notifies the local government that the plan
amendment package is comiplete, if the amendment is fot timely challenged. If timely
challenged, the amendment shall become effective on the date the Btate Land Planning Apgehey
or the Administration Comemission enters a final order determining the adopted amendment to be
in compliance. No development orders, development permits, or land yses dependent on such
individisal amendment may be issued or cormmence beforé it has become effective. If a final
gider of noncoinpliance is fssued by the Administration Commission, the individual amendment
may nevertheless be made offective, subject to the imposition of sanctions putsuant to Section
163.3184(8), Florida Statues, by adoption of a resolution afftrming its effective status, a copy of
which resetution shall be filed with the Clerk of the Board and sent to the State Land Planning

Ageticy,

PASSED AND ADOPTED:

Approved by County Attorney as
to form and legal sufficiency:

Prepared by:

Craig H. Coller
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